





























































Aug. 24, 1901. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 45.] 743 








THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED, 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP ~- £100,000. 
RESERVE FUND - £115,000. 
FipELITy GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS, ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonpDs, MoRTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 








HEAD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, B.C. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 

In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 

LICENS 


X ED PROPERTY X 


To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
L088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 

special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 











ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS - = + = = £73,000,000 
INCOME - =- - - - £390,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £1,000,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE -_ - £11,700,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 

















| Age | Premium | Age | Premium| Age | Premium 
| 20 | 178%] 90 | s116%| 40 | 2 10%, 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 


Valuation at 2} p.c.:—Hm. Tabie of Mortality. 





40 yrs. 
£2,067 


20 yrs. 
£1,438 £1,724 








Duration | 10 yrs. 
Amount of Policy £1,199 


Next Bonus as at 3lst December, 1901. 








OFFICES: 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





VOL. XLV., No. 43. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, AUGUST 24, 1901. 


*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 





Contents. 


OURRRAT TOPICS sessecesserssssseeesevenserens 743 » Lueat News 
Sous Country Cour Sraristics ...... 745 | Wnrome Ur Notioms 
Surnenper or SHARES 745 | Onuprrons’ Noricss. 








Oeererecseeeeetorrees 





New Oxpens, &o, BANKRUPTCY NOTICES... sse00.eesereeeeee0 











Cases Reported this Week. 

In the Solicitors’ Journal. _ Cimatied ) (Appellants ) v. Squire so 
Gees “Mee tapesanay: | Lando Ty 
. v. v. 

Vi Respondent) .............+ MINE esc cecesséencenyetess <0 <tqse0 20°: Séserene 
Phillips v. Goatees Gout" sevbbuenbstn Spanesdl 148 Power, Inre. In re Stone. Acworth ze 
v. Stone a? 
In the Weekly Reporter. Power v. — — ee 679 
Farquharson Brothers & Co. v. King & Brothers (Limited) ..... Beceeee <enpaeonenat 682 
GR, ccccos soaps 8 FORRRIIEEE,”” TRO. .ccreccosccvessee sebcsenseses 685 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE MEETING of the International Law Association at Glasgow 
this week under the presidency of Lord Atversronz is note- 
worthy for the important declaration it has produced on the 
subject of international arbitration. The Lord Chief Justice 
spoke in terms of high praise of the draft treaty of arbitration 
between this country and the United States which unfortunately 
failed to win the adhesion of the latter country in 1897. 
It remains to be seen whether the treaty can be put 
forward again and with what result. The main object 
of the discussion at the conference was to advocate the 
negotiation of a treaty on similar lines between Great 
Britain and France. It may be impracticable to hope that 
such a treaty could cover all ible sources of dispute. The 
occupation of Egypt was asubject suggested by Mr. Gray Hitias 
beyond the scope of arbitration, and a French speaker instanced 
the case of Alsace-Lorraine as a matter which neither France 
nor Germany would submit to the arbitration of another state. 
Exclusions of this kind may in the present state of feeling be 
necessary if any pro is to be made, but in all ordinary 
matters it should be possible to refer disputes between nations 
to arbitration in a systematic way. According to the resolution 
passed by the conference, that body expressed its satisfaction at 
the attempts made to widen the scope of arbitration between 
states, its regret at the failure of the British-American scheme, 
and its approval of a Franco-British treaty on similar lines. 
The conference also discussed and adopted a new set of marine 
insurance rules to be known as the G@ w Marine Insurance 
Rules of 1901. 





THE RECENTLY-PUBLISHED Judicial Statistics for 1899 shew, 
as might be expected, how heavily the new work arising 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, has told upon 
the Court of Appeal. In 1897 the final and interlocutory appeals 
entered numbered 670. In 1898 the figure had risen to 767, 
and in 1899 to 826, or an increase of more than 25 per cent. on 
the aver of the previous four years. Of the 826 appeals 
entered, those under the Workmen’s Compensation Act were 
140. This increase in business, without at the same time any 
arrangement for additional facilities for dealing with the 
business, accounts largely for the state of arrears into which the 
court has sunk. According to the introduction prefixed to the 
statistics by Master Macponett, the work in the Chancery 
Division for 1899 presented no special features. There was a 
slight decline in the number of proceedings begun—7,677 as 
compared with 7,999 in 1898, and also in the matters heard— 
889 as compared with 921. 

In rue King’s Bench Division the number of writs —68,114— 
shewed a decline from the 70,967 issued in 1898; but Master 
Macpvonzt1 adds that in 1900 there was an increase in the writs 
in the Central Office—43,784 as against 41,440 in 1899. A 
feature to which he calls attention is that the introduction of 
the summons for directions has not, apparently. greatly reduced 
the number of interlocutory applications. The proportion of 
summonses to every 100 writs issued was approximately 62 and 
60 for the years 1899 and 1898, during w the new system 
was in force, and 67 and 65 for the two previous years. There is, 
of course, an enormous disproportion between the number of writs 
issued and the number of actions heard. The number of actions 
entered in 1899 in London and Middlesex and on circuit was 
4,151 as against 4,229 for 1898, but of the 4,151 only 2,704 
were tried or disposed of in court. Actual trial also is responsible 
for but a small part of the total amount of nearly seven million 
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pounds recovered in the division. Only £190,775 was recovered 
after trial by jury, and £352,688 after trial without jury. A 
third of the entire sum, or £2,313,758, was recovered under 
order 14. As between trial by judge or by jury the numbers 
remain pretty even. Of the number of actions tried (2,704), 
those in which a jury was dispensed with were 1,182, or 43°71 
per cent, For the years 1895-99 the corresponding average was 
48°44 per cent. We deal elsewhere with the statistics relating 
to county courts. 


Masrer Macponzt1 gives in his introduction to the Civil 
Judicial Statistics a table of towns where little or no civil 
assize business is done. ‘The following are enumerated as 
towns where no actions were entered or tried in 1899—Brecon, 
Mold, Oakham, and Welshpool and Newtown. A list of twenty- 
five assize towns is given where five cases or under were 
entered or tried, and in the following sixteen towns 
(including alternative towns) there has been no year during 
the last six years in which more than five cases 
have been entered and tried — Appleby, Aylesbury, 
Beaumaris, Bedford, Brecon, Devizes and Salisbury, Dolgelly, 
Hertford, Huntingdon, Mold, Oakham, Presteign, Reading, 
Ruthin, Warwick, and Welshpool and Newtown. Lists of this 
kind are eloquent in favour of a redistribution of assize towns, 
so as to confine the visits of judges to places where the 
business really warrants the expenditure both of money and 
of time. 

THe case of Darlow vy. Singleton, which came before a 
Divisional Court recently, is interesting in regard to the 
borough courts which have existed in England for centuries. 
It was an application for a rule calling on the Master of 
the Crown office to shew cause why a mandamus should 
not issue to him to enter an appeal from the Court of Pleas 
of Preston. By section 45 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
appeals from an inferior court which might before have 
been brought to a court whose jurisdiction is by the Act 
transferred to the High Court of Justice are to be heard 
by Divisional Courts, and the appellant had to make out that 
an ap could have been brought before the passing of the 
Act. It appeared that by an Order in Council of September, 
1854, the provisions of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, 
were applied to the Preston court. The Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act contained no provisions as to appeals except as 
regards error. Section 35 of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, gave an appeal in cases of motions for a new 
trial, but this section had not been applied by Order 
in Council to the Preston court. The Divisional Court, 
therefore (Kennepy, and Darune, JJ.), refused the 
rule, holding that no right of appeal existed before the 
Judicature Act, and pointing out that section 102 of the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, expressly provided for 
appeals in the case of the Court of Common Pleas at Lancaster 
and the Court of Common Pleas at Durham, so that in the 
absence of any such statutory provision no right of appeal 
could be inferred. Mr. Justice Danrtine is reported to have 
said that, now that attention had been directed to the subject, 
the law might be amended by the Legislature. But the 
Legislature seems to be very reluctant to deal with borough 
courts. 


THESE TRIBUNALS are discussed in the first report of the 
commissioners to enquire into the Municipal Corporations of 
England and Wales. It is there stated that in a large majority 
of the boroughs of England and Wales there are local civil 
courts with a jurisdiction co-extensive with the limits of the 
borough. These in general have their origin in particular 
charters, but occasionally (as was the case with the court at 
Preston) they exist by prescription. In general they have 
cognizance of all cin actions, and the amount for which 
such actions can be brought is often unlimited. So much 


has been said of the convenience to suitors of having justice 
dispensed within easy distance of their place of residence, that it 
seems at first sight strange that these courts (with the exception 
of the Mayor’s Court of London, the Liverpool Passage Court, 








the Salford Hundred Court, and possibly the Bristol Tolzey 
Court) should have fallen into disuse. But we find that most of 
these courts were subject to disadvantages. The judge was 
usually the mayor, who had no professional knowledge, and, 
living in the place, was often suspected of partiality. A judg- 
ment obtained in the court could not be enforced outside the 
borough, and the defendant was able to escape liability by 
removing himself and his goods out of the jurisdiction of the 
court. The costs of proceedings were often excessive, and the 
rules of procedure were without the improvements that had been 
introduced into the practice of the Superior Courts. Some of 
these defects have been removed by statute. The judge is now 
either the Recorder or a barrister of seven years’ standing. The 
judgment may be enforced throughout Great Britain 
and Ireland, through other courts having jurisdiction, 
where the person or property of the defendant is found. By 
the Statute Law Revision and Civil Procedure Act, 1883, s. 8, 
the Crown may from time to time by Order in Council extend to 
any court of civil jurisdiction any of the provisions of the 
Supreme Oourt of Judicature Act, 1873, and the Acts amending 
it or of the Rules of Court made thereunder, with such 
modifications as may be necessary or desirable. Several applica- 
tions were made by boroughs for an Order in Council enabling 
them to adopt the Judicature Rules, and we believe that about 
seven years ago a committee was appointed to report as to the 
principle upon which the rules of borough courts of record 
should be framed, and also to settle a model code so as to 
establish as far as might be uniformity of practice. This com- 
mittee probably made its report, but we understand that no 
application under the section has been entertained even in the 
case of the Court of Passage of Liverpool, where a large business 
is transacted. This would seem to shew that there is no great 
probability of the Government promoting any legislation in 
the direction suggested by Mr. Justice Dartine. 





A coop DEAL of discussion has from time to time arisen over 
the provision of 7 Geo. 3, c. 37, by which certain lands reclaimed 
from the Thames were to be ‘free from all taxes and assess- 
ments whatsoever.” It has, of course, not been doubted that 
the words freed the lands from all taxes and assessments 
then existing, but questions have arisen where these have been 
re-imposed by subsequent legislation, and also where new taxes 
and rates have been imposed. Upon the former’ point it has 
been decided that the exemption still applies where old taxes 
are re-imposed by later statutes (Williams v. Pritchard, 2 T. RB. 
2; R. v. London Gas Co., 8 B. & C. 54), but upon the latter it 
seems that in respect of new taxes there was no exemption: 
Perchard y. Heywood (8 T. R. 468). The two former cases related to 
land tax and poor rate, the last to house and window duties, 
The question has arisen again in Sion College v. Mayor of 
London (49 W. R. 361), where the Court of Appeal have 
affirmed the judgment of the Divisional Court, refusing 
exemption, but on different grounds. The case related to & 
consolidated rate levied under the City of London Sewers Act, 
1848, and the Elementary Education Act, 1870, and, so far a8 
it was levied under the former Act the Divisional Court held 
that it was practically the same as the rate for cleansing, &c., 
which had been levied for many years previously. The Act of 
1848, however, levied the rate on all occupiers, whether liable to 
poor rate, or not so liable by reason of the premises “ bei 
situate in any precinct or extra-p ial place or otherwise, 
and the Divisional Court held that these last words were 
sufficient to exclude the old statutory exemption. In the Court 
of Appeal this latter point has not been decided, as the rate 
levied under the Act of 1848, being levied under new conditions 
and circumstances, was considered to be a new rate, 
therefore not within the exemption of rates existing at the date 
of 7 Geo. 3, c. 87. The decision restricts, though it is far from 
abolishing, a rating anomaly for which there seems to be 00 
rational justification at the present day. 








Tbe next sessions at the Central Criminal Court will begin on Tuesday, 
the 10th of September, when it is there will be a very hea 
calendar of prisoners for trial, including several charges of murder. M& 
Justice Bucknill will be the presiding judge. 
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SOME COUNTY COURT STATISTICS. 


Tue end of a legal year affords a good opportunity for 
retrospect, and, thanks to the report recently issued under 
the oditorehip of Master Jonn Macpowztt, 0.B., with regard 
to the Civil Judicial Statistics for 1899, ample material is 
afforded for this purpose. Without, however, attempting 
to give a detailed analysis of this interesting and able docu- 
ment, which well repays careful perusal and study, it may be 
useful and instructive briefly to consider that portion of it 
which concerns litigation in the county courts. The statistics 
collected on this subject are very suggestive, and fully bear 
out the view, often previously expressed in these columns, as 
to the undoubted popularity of these courts, which, since 
their establishment in 1846 by Act of Parliament, have gradually 
lost their original character as mere small debts courts, and have 
become civil tribunals of first instance with a largely increased 
concurrent jurisdiction with the High Court over ordinary causes 
and matters, and possessing also an important and sometimes 
exclusive original jurisdiction under various special statutes 
unnecessary to mention here. 

Though the plaints actually issued in the county courts in 
the year under consideration (1899), amounting to no less a 
total than 1,152,163, were slightly fewer than in the previous 

, they were considerably in excess of the figures for 
the years 1894-1898; while the cases determined on hearing 
exceeded the number reached in any previous year and 
amounted to 414,956, the plaintiffs moreover obtaining judg- 
ments fora total amount above that recovered in any former 
year with the exception of 1894. As regards the costs allowed 
in 1899, the amount is above the average of the last few years, 
while the total fees were the largest received in any year 
except 1894. The number of debtors’ imprisoned varies 
but little, it would seem, from year to year, the figures 
for 1899—namely, 7,867—being much the same as those 
in 1898 and in the years 1895-1899. The equity jurisdic- 
tion of the county courts is not often invoked, and the number 
of cases in 1899 is less than in any previous year since 
1896. This is probably due, in no ‘small measure, to the fact 
that the machinery provided by the County Courts Act and Rules 
for the transaction of business in chambers is not so perfect and 
suitable to equity proceedings as that available in the Chancery 
Division of the High Court. 

Turning to the jurisdiction under special statutes, we notice, 
from the report under consideration, that in the year 1899 there 
were 1,347 arbitrations in the county courts under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897, and 763 memoranda registered, 
and 505 cases under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. In this 
connection it is worthy of notice that out of 999 cases under the 
former Act the defendants succeeded in 246 cases, or in about 
one-fourth of them; while, on the other hand, out of 246 cases 
under the latter statute the defendant succeeded in 91 cases— 
i#, in three-eighths. Taking another special statute—namely, 
the Tithe Act, 1891—-we find that in 1899 there were 2,534 applica- 
tions made under that Act to the county courts, as against 2,513 
in 1898, the annual average, however, from 1895-1899 being 
pol as 3,185. Without referring to statistics under other 
special statutes, we may mention incidentally that bankruptcy 
jurisdiction is possessed by 146 county courts, while 45 
(including the City of London Court) exercise admiralty 
jurisdiction. 

With regard to actions and interpleader penning remitted 
to the county courts from the High Court, they numbered 1,618 
in 1899, as agaist 1,674 in 1898, but considerably exceeded the 
annual average for the years 1895-1899. In conclusion, it 
may not be without interest to our readers to record that the 
grand total of population comprised in all the fifty-nine county 
— circuits and the City of London Court exceeds twenty-nine 

ons, 


The third day’s sittin 
on Thursday was devo 

law of marriage, the execution of foreign judgments, evidence by 
h witnesses, and pauper litigants. Mr. Justice Phillimore submitted 
the chief paper on marriage laws; the report of the committee on the 
execution of foreign judgments was breught up by Mr. J. Alderson Foote, 
K.0.; and Mr. John P. Coldstream read extracts from a paper on the 








of the International Law Association in Glasgow 
to papers and discussion dealing with the inter- 


SURRENDER OF SHARES. 

In THE recent case of Bellerby v. Rowland and Marwood’s Steam- 
ship Co. (Limited) (1901, 2 Ch. 265) an ingenious attempt 
was made to profit by the well-known rule that a purchase 
by a company of its own shares is ultra vires, but though 
the rule was held to be applicable to a surrender of 
shares involving the release of the member from liability 
for uncalled capital, Kxexewion, J., under the i 
circumstances declined to admit this as a ground for 
granting the relief asked for. The defendant company was 
incorporated in 1890 with a capital of £275,000 divided into 
25,000 shares of £11 each. By the articles of association 
it was provided that the directors might accept from 
any member a surrender of shares on such terms and 
conditions as should be agreed. In 1893 the company 
sustained a loss of over £4,000 in connection with a new 
steamship for the building of which it had contracted, and the 
directors, five in number, to bear this loss between 
themselves. With this object it was arranged that each should 
surrender eighty-three of his shares. The shares were then paid 
up to the extent of £10, there being thus an ou ling 
liability of £1. The transaction was confirmed by resolutions 
of the board, and the certificates for the shares surrendered 
were cancelled. A deed-poll was also executed by the directors 
declaring that the shares had been surrendered with the object 
of making good to the company the loss sustained in connection 
with the steamship in question, but expressly disclaiming 
any liability in respect of the loss on the part of the 
directors. Subsequently the business of the company became 
prosperous, and at general meetings held in 1899 and 
1900 the view was expressed that the shares formerly 
surrendered by the directors should be restored to them. A 
means of doing this seemed to be available in the fact that the 
surrender was really a purchase by the company of its own shares, 
and therefore ultra vires; and that in consequence the register 
ought to be rectified by restoring the names of the directors, or, 
in the case of two who had died, by “gown Se names of their 
personal representatives. An action accor ly was brought 
to attain this result, but Kexewrcn, J., while allowing that the 
transaction was ultra vires, held that no case had been made out 
for avoiding its effect by restoring the surrendered shares. 

To what extent a surrender of shares to a company can ever 
be supported is a question by no means free from difficulty, 
and Kexewicn, J., forbore to discuss it. In Re Dronfield Silk- 
stone Co. (17 Ch. D. 76, p. 94,) Corrox, L.J., assumed the 
validity of surrender generally, and made it a ground for 
supporting also a purchase by a company of its own shares. 
It was argued, he pointed out, that such a purchase was invalid 


being a reduction of the capital of the company, and he 
dean : “If this transaction is to be held invalid on that 


ground I do not see how a surrender or forfeiture of shares is 
ever to be supported.” But the ne as was subsequently 
shewn by Zrevor v. Whitworth (36 W. R. 145, 12 App. Cas. 
409), begins at the wrong end. It is sufficiently obvious 
that a purchase by a company of its own shares for 
cash is a return to the shareholders of that amount of 
the capital of the company, and until the shares are 
re-issued the paid up capital is correspondingly diminished. 
The result of such a transaction in Trevor v. Whitworth 
was that in the winding up of the company a former 
shareholder was competing with the creditors to recover the 
unpaid balance of the purchase-money. In effect, that is, he 
was claiming a return of capital pari passu with the payment of 
the company’s debts. It is not surprising that the House of 
Lords held such a transaction to be invalid and were content to 
leave the case of a surrender of shares to take care of itself. 
Lord Herscuett, however, expressed his opinion that the decision 
did not really affect forfeiture and surrender. Forfeiture 
of shares, he pointed out, is recognized by the Companies 
Acts, and moreover it does not involve any payment 
by the company. At the outside it only exonerates 
from future liability those who have shewn themselves unable 
to contribute what is due from them to the capital of the 
company. There is no return of paid-up capital, ough there 





aa, of uniformity in the procedure of courts of civilized countries 
Tegard to pauper litigants. 
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the same with a surrender which is made to avoid a forfeiture. 
Where a company is in a position to forfeit shires, the effect is 
identical if it accepts a surrender. And Lord Hersone.t did 
not exclude other possible cases of legitimate surrender, quoting 
the words of Jzsszx, M.R., in Re Dronfield, §c., Co.: ‘* It is not 
for me to say what the limits of surrender are which are allow- 
able under the Act, because each case as it arises must be 
decided upon its own merits.” 

What, then, is to be said in a case like Bellerby vy. Rowland, &<., 
Steamship Co. (supra) where, though no cash passes, a solvent 
shareholder surrenders shares in respect of which there is a 
liability for uncalled capital and so frees himself from this 
liability. There is here no return to the shareholder of any 
part of the paid-up capital of the company, and the transaction 
is not open therefore to the obvious objection which is fatal to 
an ordinary purchase by a company of its own shares. There 
is, however, an actual decrease in the resources to which the 
creditors of the company may have to look, and judged by this 
test the transaction violates the principles of the Companies 
Acts. Oreditors lose nothing if a company accepts a 
surrender of shares from an insolvent shareholder so as 
to avoid the necessity of forfeiture. But the abandonment 
of the right to call up capital from a solvent shareholder stands 
upon a different footing, and a transaction involving such an 
abandonment cannot but be regarded as prejudicial to creditors. 
Technically, moreover, the surrender, being in consideration of 
a release of liability, operates as a purchase of shares in the 
company so as to bring the case within the decision of Zrevor v. 
Whitworth, Kzxerwion, J., held, accordingly, that the surrender 
in the present case was bad notwithstanding that, prior to Zrevor v. 
Whitworth, a surrender of shares on which there was a liability 
for calls had been supported in Snell’s case (L. R. 5 Ch. 22). 
The power of the court to rectify the register by restoring 
omitted names under section 35 of the Companies Act, 1862, can, 
however, be exercised only where the court is “satisfied of the 
justice of the case,” and in the circumstances before him 
Kexewicu, J., held that there was no consideration of 
justice which required him to restore the directors {to a 
position which had been voluntarily abandoned so many years 
before. In the words of the learned judge, there was no 
equity to disturb the existing state of things, and the action 
accordingly failed. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
PHILLIPS ». GODFREY. 2lst August. 


LANDLORD AND TeNANT—RETAINER OF Possession oF Premises ConTRARY TO 
Unpertakinc—Morton To Restrain—Form or OrpER—EccirstasticaL 
Law—Norice to Qurr sy Vicar To Assistant CuRATE—PLURALITIES ACT, 
1838 (1 & 2 Vicr. c. 106), ss. 95 anv 96. 


This was a motion upon behalf of the Rev. John Edward Phillips, of 
the Vicarage, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, the plaintiff, for an order 
for an injunction to restrain the defendant, the Rev. John Talbot Godfrey, 
from remaining in occupation or possession of St. John’s Parsonage, in the 
said parish of Hucknall Torkard, and from interfering with or disturbing 
the plaintiff in his occupation or possession of the said parsonage. In 
support of the motion it was said that the plaintiff was the vicar of the 
— of Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, and had been vicar of the parish 
‘or twenty-two years and upwards. On or about the 10th of December, 
1898, he engaged the defendant as an assistant curate of his parish, and 
placed him in charge of St. John’s Church, which was one of the 
mission churches or chapels of ease in the parish, at a salary and with the 
use and occupation of the parsonage house attached to the church for the 
residence of the curate there, he paying the rates and taxes and doing all 
repairs. On or about the 6th of February, 1901, with the written consent 
of the Right Rev. the Lord Bishop of Southwell, the bishop of the diocese, 
he gave the defendant six months’ notice to terminate the curacy, and such 
notice expired on the 6th of August last. Subsequently to his giving the 
notice—namely, on the 15th of April last—the defendant commenced an 
action against him for libel and slander, and in the same action he (the 
plaintiff) counterclaimed in respect of a libel contained in a letter of the 
defendant to one of the plaintiff's churchwardens. The action came on 
for hearing at the Nottingham Assizes on the 18th and 19th of July last, 
when it was settled upon the following terms, namely: “ Record with- 
drawn, each party paying his own costs. All imputations on both sides 
withdrawn. Plaintiff undertakes to leave his house on the 6th of August 
next.” The undertaking was endorsed on the brief of leading counsel. 
On or about the 25th of July last, notwithstanding the undertaking given 
in court in the action, the plaintiff received a letter from the defendant 
stating that he had written to the bishop that he did not accept 





his notice of the 6th of February. The defendant was still in 
possession of the parsonage house, his wife being in occupation 
of it. ‘There was authority in support of the order asked for being granted 
on motion—Collison v. Warren (1901,1 Ch. 814). The notice to quit was 
iven under the Pluralities Act, 1838 (1 & 2 Vict. c. 106), ss. 95 and 96, 
y section 95: “And be it enacted that every curate shall quit and give - 
up the cure of any benefice, which shall become vacant, upon ha six 
weeks’ notice from the spiritual person admitted, collated, instituted, or 
licensed to such benefice provided such notice shall be given within six 
months from the time of such admission, collation, institution, or licence ; 
and that in all other cases it shall be lawful for the incumbent of any bene- 
fice whether resident or non-resident thereon, having first obtained the 
permission of the bishop of the diocese, to be signified by writing under 
his hand, to require any one or more of his curates, who after the passing 
of this Act s be licensed to any curacy, oe his curacy 
upon six months’ notice thereof given to the curate, who thereupon 
quit the same according to such notice, provided always that any 
incumbent resident on his benefice, or not resident but a 
t reside on his benefice, may, within one month after refu 
of such ion as aforesaid by the bishop, appeal to the arch- 
bishop of the province, who shall either confirm such refusal or 
grant such permission as to him may seem just and proper.” 
96: ** And be it enacted, that every curate who shall reside in the house of 
residence of any benefice which shall become vacant shall peaceably 
deliver up possession thereof, with the appurtenances, upon having six weeks’ 
notice from the spiritual person admitted, collated, instituted, or licensed 
to such benefice, provided such notice be given within six months from the 
time of such admission, collation, institution, or licence ; and that in all 
other cases it shall be lawful for the incumbent of auy benefice, with the 
—— ion signified in writing under the hand of the bishop of the 
locese, or for such bishop, at any time, upon six months’ notice in 
wri , to direct any curate to deliver up the house of residence, and the 
offices, stables, gardens, and appurtenances thereto belonging, and such 
portion of the glebe land as have been assigned to such curate, and 
such curate shall thereupon sega | deliver up the ssion of the 
premises pursuant to such notice; and if any curate refuse to deliver 
up such premises in any or either of the cases aforesaid he shall pay the 
spiritual person holding the benefice the sum of forty shillings for every 
day of wrongful possession after the service of such notice.”” The 
defendant did not appear either in m or by counsel. f 
Joyce, J., said that he felt a culty about granting an injunction 
restraining the defendant from remaining in possession, but he would 
grant an injunction restraining the defendant, his servants and agents, 
from interfering with the plaintiff’s or any of his nominees’ or curates’ 
occupation and possession of the parsonage until trial or further order. 
Injunction accordingly.—CounskL, Bramwell Davis, K.0. (@. G. Solomon 
with him). Sorrcrrors, Murr § Rusby, for Ransom § Hutton, Nottingham, 
[Reported by J. E. Aupovus, Barrister-at-Law, | 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


PEARES & CO. (Appellants) v. KNIGHT pondent). SAME 
(Appellants) ». VAN TROMP (Respondent). Div. Court. 9th Aug. 


ApvuLTeRATION—Foop anp Drucs—Articte Not or THE Nature, 
SvuRsTANCE, AND Quatiry DEMANDED BY THE PurcHASER—BurtteER, 
Appinc Mrmx to—Satz or Foop anp Drves Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 63), 8. 6 


These two cases were heard together. The first was a case stated by 
the stipendiary magistrate for the Staffordehire Potteries District, on an 
information preferred by W. H. Knight, the respondent, against Pearks 
& Co., the a ts, under section 6 of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 75, charging that the appellants did sell to the 
prejudice of one OC. Gifford, the purchaser, butter which was 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the pur- 
chaser, and upon which hearing the magistrate convicted the appellants. 
The facts as stated shewed that the appellants were grocers carrying on 
business, amongst other places, at Fenton, in the county of Stafford. ‘The 

mdent was an inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. Oa 
the 20th of March, 1901, the respondent caused to be purchased by one 
C. Gifford at the appellants’ shop one half-pound of butter for the purpose 
of analysis, the price of which butter was 5d. The butter was divided 
into three parts, one of which was sent to the public analyst. All the 
requirements relating to the purchase of an article for analysis were duly 
complied with. The analyst stated that the butter contained 22°53 per cent. 
of water and that this was at least 6 per cent. too much. Water is a natural 
constituent of butter and is always present to a considerable though varying 
extent. Butter is made from milk or cream, or both. Milk contains about 88 

r cent., cream about 50 per cent. of water. There is no statutory standard 
for the composition of butter as regards the proportion of water, the Board 
of Agriculture having made no regulations as to this under section 4 of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899. The standard taken by the analyst in 
this case was 16 per cent. The 6 per cent. excess was not the result of the 
manufacture of the butter, but was caused by the addition to the butter 
already man of extraneous milk, which had been incorporated 
with the said butter by some process subsequent to the manufacture 
thereof. This added milk was net required for the production of 





urpose of increas: 
ereby introduced, 


the butter, but was incorporated therewith for the 
ing its weight, by means of the extra water 
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It was stated that it is not unusual for a butter manufacturer to blend two 
or three different kinds of butter. No evidence was called the 
appellants, but it was contended on their behalf that an article could not 
be adulterated by the addition of a constituent from which it was derived, 
and therefore that _ butter in — _ = aye pts ee 
ever the percen’ of water might be, re no 
as to the poaemer of water in butter the fact thet the butter contained 
92°53 per cent. of water was no evidence of adulteration, and that no 
offence had been committed under section 6 of the Act of 1875 by not 
eliminating a natural constituent of the article. The was of 
ion that there was an excess of 6 cent. of water, which was caused 
by the addition of the milk, and he that the process of adding the 
milk being for the of the addition of water: constituted an offence 
under section 6 of the Act of 1875 in that an article was sold not of the 
nature, substance, and quality demanded by the purchaser, the same 
being adulterated by. water. 


Pranks & Oo. (Aprztiants) v. Van Tromp (REsPonDENT). 


This case was stated by the stipendiary magistrate for South Stafford- 
shire, and was in many respects very similar to the above case. The 
(why dnd wg the previous case and carried on business 

Brierley Hill, in the county of Stafford, and the respondent was an 
inspector under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. On the Ist 
of April, 1901, the respondent caused to be purchased by one 
Guilbert, at the appellants’ shop, half-a-pound of butter for the 
purpose of analysis. The butter was labelled “‘ Pure Dairy Butter,’’ 
and was wungpel & a paper on which were the words “ Pure Butter.” 
The butter so was divided into three and one was sent to 
the public lyst. All the requirements of statutes in that behalf 
were complied with. The analyst certified that the butter contained 21-75 

cent. of water and that this was at least 5 per cent. too much. The 
Siter in thie case hed boon blended end wes com of different kinds 
of butter mixed together, genuine full cream milk added to it during 
the process, and the excessive amount of water found in the butter was 
derived entirely from the milk which was added during this process. The 
Risch men lba gg mafhnne «de ge ge a » and 
about tenpence. The magistrate was of opinion that water in 
the butter was excessive, and, as it was caused by milk 
toan already manufactured article, the mixture could not be rly 
called butter, but was butter adulterated by the addition of water in the and 
of milk, and that the said milk was added fraudulently and with the intent 
to increase the bulk of the mixture, and he was further of opinion that the 
fact that the Board of iculture had not exercised the powers conferred 
upon it by section 4 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, did not 
warrant the appellants in mixing milk with the butter and so producing an 
abnormal amount of water in the mixture, and he therefore convicted the 
appellants of the offence charged in the information. The questions in 
both cases were whether, upon the facts as stated, the magistrates respec- 
tively were right in law in convicting the appellants of an offence under 
section 6 of the Sale of Food and D: Act, 1875. 

Tue Court (Writs and Kznnepy, JJ.) were of opinion that the magis- 
trates sr in both cases in convicting the appellants, and they there- 
fore dismi both ap with costs. Ap dismissed.— Counsz1, 
J. Walton, K.C., H. Avory, K.0., and Bonsey ; Danckwerts, K.C., and 
B. C. Brough. Soticrrors, Neve, Beck, ¢ Kirby; T. White § Sons, for 
NM. F, Blakiston, Stafford. 


[Reported by E. G. Sriuuweit., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 


August 8—Tuomas James Sayacz (66, Moorgate-street, E.C.). 

August 8—Vincent JoszPH Extprep (Mansion House-chambers, Queen 
Victoria-street, E.0.). 

August 8—Cuantes Orrver Poox (37, Blackheath-road, Greenwich), 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE SUSPENDED. 
August 8—Casson Pzrrotr-Smirx (50, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C.), 
suspended for two years. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 to 1900, 


Whereas by sectign 71 of the Companies Act, 1862, it is provided that 
the forms set forth In the second schedule thereto, or forms as near thereto 
a8 circumstances admit, shall be used in all matters to which such forms 
refer, and that the Board of Trade may from time to time make such 
alterations in or additions to the forms contained in the said second 
schedule as it deems requisite : 

And whereas the Form E in the said schedule was altered by the Board 
of Trade by notice appearing in the London Gazette of the 14th April, 1885 : 

And whereas, in pursuance of section 19 of the Companies Act, 1900, 
the Form Ein the said schedule was further altered by the Board of 
Trade by an Order dated the 28th December, 1900, a copy of which Order 
im Form E as so altered appeared in the London Gasette of the lst January, 


Now therefore the Board of Trade do hereby make further alterations in 
and additions to the said Form E so that it shall now read as set out in the 
Form E hereinafter set forth, and such form, or 9 form as near thereto as 


circumstances admit, is the form to be used in the list and 
peg 4 of members and capital prescribed by section 26 of the Companies 
And whereas by the said Order of the 18th December, 1900, the Board 
of Trade directed that certain other forms should be used for the purposes 
of the Companies Act, 1900: 
Now therefore the Board of Trade further direct that the form hereinafter 
set forth sha)l also be used for the purposes of the Companies Act, 1900. 
Board of Trade, 15th August, 1901. Francis J. 8. Horwoon. 


THE COMPANIES AOTS, 1862 to 1900. 


Whereas the Board of Trade by an Order dated the 28th of December, 
1900, a copy of which a; in the London Gazette of the lst of January, 


1901, di in uance of section 71 of the 1862, and 
pony air fee wy thd ten a fee of 5s. should = jg 
on ocuments presen’ to, or given out 
the in pursuance of the Com: Set 1900 : _ : 
Now, therefore, the Board of further in pursuance of 
section 71 of the Com Act, 1862, and Table B of ule 1 of the 


said Act, that a fee of 5s. shall also be payable on the following document 
re for registration to the Registrar in pursuance of the Companies 
c 4 
Application for a Certificate ef Incorporation when no directors have 


been appointed. Francis J, 8. Horwoop. 
Board of Trade, 15th August, 1901. 

















No. of RM No. 6a. 
Certificate ” ' 
THE COMPANIES AOTS, 1862 to 1900. 

FORM E 

A5s. Companies’ 
as altered by the Board of Trade, pur- Registration Fee 
suant to section 71 of the Companies Stamp must be 

Act, 1862. impressed here. 

SUMMARY OF OAPITAL AND SHARES 
of the : 

Company Limited, made up 
to the day of 19 (being the fourteenth 
day succeeding the day of 19__, when the 





First Ordinary General Meeting in the year was held). 
Nominal Capital, £ Divided into* { Shares of s*  { 


Total Number of Shares taken up to the day of ‘ 
19__* (which number must agree with the total shewn in 
list, us held by existing mem bers) eo ee ve eo ( 

Number of Shares issued subject to payment wholly in cash .. 

Number of Shares issued as fully otherwise than for cash _ 

Number of Shares issued as 7 paid up to the extent of she 

per share otherwise for cash ee ee 
{There has been called up on each of Shares... {£ -—— 


” ” ” Sa ND ee $—— 


” ” ” eS) ee £— 
§Total amount of calls received, including payments on appli- 
Tots] coaeos Of daa) eapena to We: quniaenl on pas 
otal amount (if an: consi as on 
. Shares which have been issued as 
oT ee a tcl we 
Total amount an: co: as on 
"share — have been issued as £- 
id up to the extent o per Share 
Total emo of Calls unpaid ee re os sa ae - 
Total amount (if any) paid on|| Shares forfeited £—-—— 
Total amount of debt due from the Company in | 
ES 





each 





pt ae yo and charges which require 
under the Companies Act, 1900, or which wall require 
such registration if created after the commencement of 
that Act ee ee *e ee ee ee se 





Nors.—A list of the names and addresses of the Directors must follow 
the list of members. Banking Companies must also add a list of all their 
places of business. 

® Where there are shares of different kinds or amounts (¢.7., Preference and Ordinary, 
or £10 and £5) ‘ato the numbers and momsinal values separatel 
+ Where various amounts have been called, or there are Shares cf different kinds, state 
them separately. 
3 Include what has been received on forfeited, as well as on existing, Shares, 


|| State the Aggregate number of Shares forfeited (if any). 
3@" The return must be signed, at the End, by the Manager or 


Secretary of the Company. 





Presented for filing by - 
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LIST of Persons holding Shares in the 





Company, Limited, on the da: 


190 





P' y of =, 
and of Persoris who have held shares therein at any time since the date of the last Return, shewing their Names and Addresses, and an 


Account of the Shares so held. 





| wanes, ADDRESSES, AND OCCUPATIONS. | 
| | 


ACCOUNT OF SHARES. 





4 
Fi 
a 
& 





in 
Partic 


J 
: 


last Return by persons who 


| + Particulars of Shares 
| 
| have ceased to be Members, 





In 


| 
| | 


Date of Registration | 
| Number.+ | of Transfer. 











a 














(Signature) 3 





(Oficer)_____ 


























Certificate No. FORM No. 51. 


COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 to 1900. 


A Companies’ Fee 
Stamp of 5s. 
should be 
impressed here. 


Company Limited by Shares. 
* Application for a Certificate of Incorporation to be filed by a Company 





* This form of application is only to be used where the Company does not deliver a 
statement it does not issu: in i i 
(Seven (3) ad the no Je = to the Public to subscribe for its shares 
which does not deliver a List of Persons who have consented to be 
Directors of the Company (Section 2 (2) of the Companies Act, 1900). 





Name of proposed Company— Limited. 
Presented for filing by— 
Company Limited by Shares. 


Application by the Subscribers to the Memorandum of Association of 

Company, Limited, being a 

Company which does not deliver a List of Persons who have consented to 

be Directors of the Company, for a Certificate of Incorporation as a 
Limited Company under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 

We, the several persons whose names are subscribed, hereby declare 
that the Company, Limited, 
whose Memorandum of Association is delivered herewith, cannot deliver a 
List of Persons who have consented to be Directors of the Company, 
pursuant to section 2 (2) of the Companies Act, 1900, because* 





* Here state the reason—e.g., “No Directors have been named or appointed.” 
Names, Addresses, and Descriptions of Subscribers. 
Dated this day of , 190. 
Witness to the above signatures— 








The following are the circuitschosen by the judgesfor the ensuing Autumn 
Assizee—viz.: South-Eastern, Mr. Justice Day ; Northern, Justices Wills 
and Bucknill ; North-Eastern, Justices Grantham and Ridley ; Western, 
Mr. Justice Bruce ; Oxford, Mr. Justice Kennedy; Midland, Mr. Justice 


Bigham ; North and South Wales, Mr. Justice Phillimore, 





to be stated, and the column must be 


bers. is 
throu; so as to make one total to with that stated in the to have been taken 
ora oolum so that the = 


number of each class 


co! 
of each Transfer should be given as well as the Number of Shares transferred on each 
should be placed opposite the names of the Transferor, and not opposite that of the 
eree may be inserted in the ‘‘ Remarks’? column, immediately opposite 


LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLvTion. 


Wuiu1aM Tucker Broxam, Frepertck Pace Ross, and Cxarues PAYNE 
Hennessy, solicitors (Bloxam, Ellison, Rose, & Hennessy), 1, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 30th June. So far as regards the said William Tucker Bloxam, 
who retires. [ Gazette, Aug. 16, 


GENERAL, 


wang be Nw projected removal of the Westminster County Court 
from St. in’s-lane, the Daily News says that the personnel, so far as 
the chief officials of the Westminster County Court are concerned, has 
was Denis Oreagh Moylan, who only lived to enjoy bis dignity tor te 
was oylan, who o ved to enjoy his dignity for 
years. He was censenied by 5 Rm ft met Bayley, a relative of Mr. 
Justice Bayley, whose severe sentences are scarcely yet forgotten. Judge 
Bayley presided at the Westminster Court for forty-four years, and died 
in 1893, when Judge Lumley Smith, who still remains, was appointed. 
The first registrar of the court was Mr. Christopher Cuff, who died in 1870, 
and was succeeded by Mr. Christopher Ro Ouff, now the senior 
registrar, who, since 1893, has had his cousin, Mr. Charles Ernest Cuff, as 
joint registrar. The cashier of the court, Mr. H. 8S. Bell, has over fifty 
years’ service. 

A terrible accident, unfortunately attended with a fatal result, occurred 
to Mr. Harry Cavendish, the Chief Olerk at Bow-street, on Monday. Mr. 
Cavendish arrived at the court as usual early that morning, and about 
half-past ten with the intention of into the City and afterwards to the 
Home Office. While crossing F; on-street he was knocked down and 
run over by a lorry laden with about eight tons Bf stone. Death was 
instantaneous, and the body was at once removed to St. Bartholomew's 
Hospital. At the inquest held on Wednesday a verdict of accidental 
death was returned. Mr. Oavendish, says the Daily News, was fifty-six 
years ofage. He was appointed third clerk at Bow-street in Aun, Se 
and in July of the same year was removed to Greenwich. He re 
there until November, 1877, when he was appointed Chief Olerk at 
Clerkenwell. In December, 1895, he returned to Bow-street as Chief 
Olerk, where he remained to the day of his death. At the sitting of the 
court on Tuesday very pathetic reference to the deceased gentleman 





and his services. was ale Mr. de Rutzen, the presiding magistrate, and 
by Mr. Harry ‘Wilson on behalf of the solicitors practising at the court, 
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London G —Farway, Aug. 
JOINT STOCK COMPA 
Lawrrep 1x CHANCERY. 


Auwy anp Navy Co-operative BREWERIES, Lourrep—Creditors are required, - or before 


Oct 4, to send their names and addresses, and 
Jobn Marks, 21, Hart st, Bloomsbury sq 


» Li p—Creditors are req on or before 
ConTINENTAL b+ tage MITE! ayes 4. 


names and the particulars of 


ve, 


gro’ 
7 SYNDICATE, LimiTED—Creditors are, on or before 
Ti] abésensen, with of their debts or claims, to Mr Charles Eden George, 
st. Smith & Son, Oa Broad st, eolors to ijuidator 
GioBE Casurer (British AND Forricn), Limrrep—Creditors ar 
80, to their names, and 


Tresees, 
31, Lombard 


ot ahead st, 


or before to 
their ir debts or wh Ayh William y be ok "Tunbridge, 2, William st, Reddi 
LiverPoot, CARNARVON, AND Menai Straits ae | Co, Luarep 


uired, on or before Sept 20, to send their names 
or claims, to Benjamin heme tm ag 
_ D 


hetr debta 


London Gazeti 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Lucrep m Onaromry. 
Cospex Street Manvractunine Co, ge 
d their names add 


resses, and 
Thomas Waterworth, 68, Victoria st, Blackburn 


Hincatey Stream Launpry Co, ee are ye 9 on or before Welnesiog, | 
, Manor st, Hinckley. 8S. & 8. H. Pilgrim, 


ae 30, @ aend er meen aes 


nidator 
Senrerpesse Ene se Hawi fo Macuantcs ee SS Co, epee fp are re- | Passmore, JANE, Bath Sept 30 
uired, on or road , to send their names addresses, and particulars of | Pxpp.ety, Gzorce, Tindale 
debts or claims, to Jam: athes William Bentley tley, Knottingley. Atkinson, Knottingley, | Auckland 
solors to liquidators Procter, ALicz, Melling, 
Musicau Dinsctons Association, Laur =e are required, on 


to send 


their names and addresses, an: 
doe ot Charles Hunneman, 8, 


Duke st Aldgete. Duran 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 


addresses, particulars of their 
ieghem. Tunbridge, Redditch, solor to 
— s Hensar Strip + ey ag (ix eis Sa 


16. 
NIES. 


of their , to 


23, to send their 
Vincent Cox, 5, | 


9, to send their names 


uired, bef: 
ir claims, to Philip Bates, 


| Davizs, Tuomas Campria, Upper Holloway, 


=— 
Brown, ExizaszeTs, Humshaugh on Tyne, Northumberland Oct 14 Philipson & 
Newcastle on Tyne 

BrowNne., Matiupa Marrua, Sept 23 Miller & Co, 

Carrer, Cuagies Ex. eee, York Buk, Great 20 Seemann & 

Criaypoyx, Mary Axx, Leyton Bept 

Custns, Frepericx TEELING, Fd 6 Hudson, Sencatee 

Dancar, Henry Puetps, Pall Mall & Co, Mincing In 

Daviper, WiLL1aM Tuomas, Poland st, Oxford st Sept 12 ae at 
Printer Sept 16 Pumfrey & "Son, Pater- 

row 


Ea Witu14x Batoue er Joun, Cast'e Meadow, Norwich, Licensed Victualler Sept 16 


ELuerMay, Epwaxp Jonny, Margate Sept 16 Westcott, Strand 
Fenwick, Joun Gzores, Gosforth, Northumberland Sept 30 Richardson & Elder, New- 


castle on 
rd Oct1 Plunkett & Leader, 8t Paul’s churchyard 
Preston Seot 21 hog A 


Fie.p, Gzoras, 
GILLIBRAND, ALICE, wood, nr — Preston 


Masham 





tho particulars of ‘theie Sabie or dlaima, to 


their debts 
the partignlars of or claims, to 


ma Dreditors are required 

and the particulars of 
and the particulars of 
Jongs, Ricnarp, Thornaby 


are required, + Ayhy dy 





their debts or claims, to | Mornison, GrorcE 
Hinckley, 


, solors for 


before Sept “4 
Bawopon, Josnua 
RawstTrox, Ricnarp, 


chmbrs, selor for | =e 


Hurry, CHarLes Fee ay 4 


Norman, Bir FRancis Boors, 
circus 


Procter, R N Melling, Lancas' 
ER, Ropert NIcHOLsON, " 
“4 Beckenham 


| Rezp, Gzornce Hewry Bayyes, Falmouth 18 Genn, 
Cumberlan: 


Gree, Francis, Manchester Bept 21 Cunliffe Py 
Hitt. Jeremian, Hastings Sept 30 Gush & Co, a" 
| Hotsucn, Rev Cuagies WILLIAM, —_ Sept 30 BO Ealing, Reding 
Ho.pecu, Water Henry, Sept 80 H & C Collins, 


Tee Poke Co, Gresham House 
ork, Lromtorke Aug3t Horner, Stockton on Tees 
gin & Austin Friars 


Lixton, Jou, Liverpool 19 Berry & Co, Liverpool 
| Marruews, Jamzs, ool Sept Southampton, Yeoman Aug 31 FI & J C Warner, 


Mitts, ay | Sruagr. Liverpool Aug 81 Stone & Co. 
Haursom, Liverpool, Merchant Oct 4 fan & Co, Liverpool 


Li 
KC. Busser gdns, West Duleich” Sept 16 White & 


. Bristol 
a 3 iy Yeoman Aug 30 Jennings, 


liquida’ 

oo Tue Co, Limrrzp— Creditors are somsil, = or before Sept 20. to send in  Rozixson, THomas d 17 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Onar names reases, and the particulars of their debta oo William John | Scurr, RosErt sree: Waterloo rd, Builder 28 Barton &" Pearman, Norfolk st, 

Hudson, 16, St Helens p & Bishopsgate st Within, solors to Strand 

liq | SHEPHEARD, JABEzZ, Sept 16 Prance & Prance, Plymouth 

County Pa.atine or LANCASTER. Swirt, Ann, 8t ada 8, — Aug 3i Barrow & Li a 
Lnorep tx CHANOEBY. Teaspae, Rovert, Alston, —s Black & Main, Carlisle 
soe axp BirkennEAD Hovust Property Investment Co, Luutep—Petn for wind- | | Vaxnov1, THERESA ALVES, Figeenen, Be Rivington & Son, Fench ureh bi bldgs 
gu wy qeeeaes Aes Ph my ean x 8t 8 yy Liverpool, on | | Wascar, Mr Groncr, Gotienk, Outed Sept 50 W aitns & Toy, Chtpeing Naren 
xu a ov 4 ones } ) e iverpool, or petners. Notice EBSTER, WIN, Brighouse, Pawnbroker Sept 18 Clough Uleckheaton 
of f appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of | | Wurppen, Tomas, South Tawton, Devon, Farmer Sept15 Friend & Exeter 





} 











CREDITORS’ NOTICES. | 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


16. 
orsham 
ells Sept 26 Thorowgood & Co, Copthall ct 


Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, A 
Acars, ALyzep, Horsham, > Sept 16 Cotching, 
Brvay, SypNry, Tunbridge W: 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atloway, Freprsick were Lincoln’s inn fields 
Solicitor ~—_ Court At, 80 Ord Aug 12 
wa “Yr Joun, Madley, H et July 90 Ons Builder Hereford 
12 Ord Aug i. 
“Meady bel + 4, A Leeds Pet Augi4 Ord 
Aug 14 


ug 
Bexsamin, Isavore, Spitalfields, Fur Dealer High Court 


Pet July 29 Ord Aug 12 
me K, , Homa, Bridlington, Joiner Scarborough Pet 
ug 1 ug 1 
Boxyer, Jonn feees ND, izmingham, Mineral 
Water Manufacturer : ‘pict aoe Pet Aug 12 
Danes Fon Borrowash, Derby) Builder Derby Pet 
Ord Aug 12 


RY J aF, Finsbury, Licenied Victualler High 
Court Pet July 25 Ord Aug 12 

Broomnzap, CHarLes Evxoca, Sheffield, Scissor Manufac- 
turer Sheffield Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Brown and Farre, Laat, Boot Manufacturers Leicester 
Pet July 30 Ord aug 14 

Barvox, WW, Trinity y Sa. Tower Hill High Court Pet 
duly 20 Ord Aug 12 

Buurirupx, Wit11,M, Colchester, Ironmonger Colchester 
Pet augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Cuamuzy, Ricnarp, Capernwray Mill, Carnforth, 
Miller’s Assistant Preston Pet Aug “ Ord Aug 14 

aan. ™ 

ug 1 
Davias Monnas, Thornton Heath Croydon Pet July 17 


, Tailor Birmingham Pet 


Pet Aug 12 “Ord & 
His, C) Walsall, Tailor Walsal 


igs sisal “Put June 18 Ord 
Kive Tomas Eowazp, Whalley Range, nr Manchester, 
Fruit Salesman Manchester Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9. 
Lex, H J, Francis st, Tottenham Court rd High Oourt 
Pet July 3 Ord A 
vers, WILLIAM, Tikeston Derby Pet Aug 14 Ord 


Emearrs, Wi t14m, Barnard Castle, Cycle Agent Stock- 
Morena yom ~ oan Ord As Cornhill High 
NES, JHIBALD + 
Court Pet Juneé Ord Aug 14 








| Co. (H. Carter, C.E., 


* Sanitation,” n. 














Nexsoy, Jonny, Hunstanton, Builder King’s Lynn Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

ae fea Piccadilly High Court Pet July 

eae ~ 3: Cuamts, Leek, Stafford Macclesfield Pet Aug 18 


— » Mion LA Inn- 
Temeastle ca tye” Pes Peau is Ord Aug 12 
Bron Ayan Epwaxp, Lewes Lewes Pet Aug 13 


Aug 
Tuomas, Ricnarp, Seaforth, nr Liverpool, Builder Liver- 
Pet Aug ‘. ied A Bradford, 

Wa ipaum, en Bowe. Woollen Merchants 
Bradford Oot ang 14 
Wuarmorz, Roy w in Furness, Plater Barrow 
in Furness Pet Aug 14 "Ord Aug 14 


Yoratu, Henry Davin, Newport, Mon, Brewer Newport 
Pet July 17 Ord Aug 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
aura, Joun ayy Lseapeg tein Norf Publican Aug 24 
at12 Off Rec, 8, om” ad 


pam. Cuanies en Northallerton, Inn- 
ug 26 at 11.30 Court house, N: 

Bagkgs, Ri, Bournemouth, i Aug 23 at 

2.30 Endless st, Salisbury 


1 Off Reo, 
Bau — Monrirz Louis, budge Carey Merchant Aug 28 at 
“py = ty Builder Sept 2 at 10 
F, Finsbury, Licensed Victualler 
Bankruptey bile st 
Brypon. W W, Trinity way Tower Aug 28 at 11 
Coarss, Roseat, Redcar, York, Earthenware Dealer A 
B0at3 Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, ted 
rie Joux, Newport, Mon, Fruit 
C ins at 11.30 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, 
Dary, Dax Bey, Wee Mon, Outfitter At 28 at 11 
mS. pte aneinelan hey Boot a 
facturer Aug 26 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs. 
Gunnin, Gua Eaciz, HM Prison, Springfield, 


atil Townhall, 
Gunane, Isaac, — Suffolk Wat2 Off Reo, 
Hest, on Trent, 


Ernzst Burton 
— ea Midland Hotel, Station oe peer 


Sot met an Sept 20 at 10 2, 


'UTOHI , Szetu, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Licensed 
™ Victualler Aug 23 at3 OF Eee, Dyas oh, Mandhenter 


Bravan, — 
Offa 


BrerrincHam, Herefa 
Aug 29 at 11 


ag get 
Salesman 





ars he Di Phir eg i te até 








WaknING To INTENDING House Purcuaszrs anp Lzsszrs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house Bap the Sanitary 
| Tested and Reported upon b 


an Exper vt frou The Sanitary Enginosring 
yer), 65 » Victoria- fmt Westninster. Fee 


quoted on receipt of full particulars. Established 25 years. Telegrams, 


Telephone, ‘‘ No. 316 Westminster.’’—[Apvr. ] 





Kemp, A D, Coleman st, Solicitors’ Clerk Aug 28 at 2.30 


bids, at 
Les, Ro <, Wisbech 
"by mmiosion Agen t Aug 24 at rey Pete Hee Roe 


Mason, ‘ane Bie et Merchant Aug 23 at 11 
ay Wits, kno 
Mason, ALFRED Thy Aug 29 at 2.30 


inn, 5 7 Cycle Agent Aug 

Moorcrorr, oe Arran, Barton on Sed poke 
30 _ ne Southsea, Baker Aug 23 
390, Off Hee, Cambridge jung ae High ~ te 38 at 3 Off 
P.arts, ory aie Tek on Soar, Lei . 
Concrete Stone Aug 12.30 Off 
Prigst, Fasonnict Cy ~Nygel Auctioneer Aug 
Racuxixp, Mitty, , Draper Aug 23 at ll 
Ricuuey, rr Corbeids B60 poand, Inn- 
Aug 28 at 11.30 Ree 30, Mosley st, New- 


cas 
Rout, Wain nr Pontefract, Colliery 
Eboume She ast it” OF Bent Boal te, 
Guess. peense Hayes, Dorset sq, Upper Baker st Aug 


st 
8 4 in Furness, Innkeeper 
vatam Jo at 11.15 Off 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 


Suepiey, Jonn FR eetem. Crone Aug 23 ai 
122 SS Tee ee 
een _ bared 2.30 


se a) Ratt 


, Fruiterer dvues 


st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Seen Gray’s + Solicitor Aug 
‘arley, or in 


Wanoixorox, ema 
Crara Loui 
Waka” Ang af orl, Banktegter bites Cees 


ADJUDICATIONS. 





A.tsor, Joun Payne, Beeston, Norfolk, Pablican Norwich 
Pet Aug 9 Ord aug 12 
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Aeracen, Dome, Bieee, Beds, Farmer Bedford Pet Aug 
10 A 
Bravan, Joux, Madley, Herefords, Builder Hereford 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
Beprorp, Tomas Leake, Hunslet, Leeds Leeds Pet 
14 
Beswick, Rosert, Bedlington, Joiner Scarborough Pet 


Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Bonner, Jonn Epmounp, Aston, 
p ens Manufacturer Birming! 


Birmingham, Mineral 
ham Pet Aug 12 Ord 
Aug 13 
a Derbys, Builder Derby Pet 
Aug 12 
pe an Kl QOuartes Enocu, Sheffield, Scissor Manu- 
facturer Sheffield Pet axe 12 Ord Aug 12 
Buttirupz, Wii114M, Colchester, Ironmonger Colchester 
Pet augi4 Ord Aug 14 
Cuamuzy, Ricnarp, Burton in Lonsdale, Yorks, Miller’s 
‘Assistant Preston Pet Ang14 Ord Aug 14 
CuisHOLm, — Bromley by _— High 
Court "Newport, Ord Aug 10 
Outtitter onneame Mon Pet 


Darr, Danis 1 


Augi3 Ord Aug 

Foorsz, Grorcr Wines, Hungerford rd, Journalist High 
Court Pet Mayé Ord Aug 13 

Se Cuartes High Court Pet June 10 Ord 


Aug 13 
GituixeHam, Waiter Enyest, Ravenscourt Park, Dealer 
in Antiquities High Court Pet April15 Ord Aug 12 
Gos.ixc, Water, Gawthorpe, nr yoy Farm Labourer 
Dewsbury Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 
Haut, Jonx, Clapham, Jobbing Builder Wandsworth 
Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 
Kine, Tuomas Epwarp, Manchester, Fruit Salesman 
Manchester Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Lanepoy, ne Paigoton, Devon, Tailor Plymouth 
Pet J Grd Aug 14 
sa. Ilkeston Derby Pet Augi4 Ord 
ug 
Macouzen, James Witson, and Jonn Macqguren, Old 


Levers, 
Aug 14 


or, brs, Merchants High Court Pet June 13 
Menepirs, WIL114M, ~~ name Stockton 


on Tees Pet Aug 10 pon nw Bg hes 

Parry, Ow — ortmadoc Pet July 16 

Pro, Quants, Lee, Stafford Macclesfield Pet Augi3 

Aug 

Prizst, Freperick Srewakt, 7 Auctioneer High 
Court Pet Junei8 Ord A 

Ricu.ey, Nicuo.as, Corbridge, Nectham Semeed, Sayer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 12 

a) oe uth, Tobacconist Poole Pet July 

Gets duran Peckham, Dramatic Author High 
Court Pet ap he Ord Aug 12 

Se waRD, Lewes Lewes Pet Aug 13 

13 

Vinee Tuomas, fa Lanes, Grocer Bolton Pet 
July17 Ord Aug 1 

‘Wapswortn, Warne, Baildon, York, Spinner Leeds 
Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 14 

Weems, Cuak.es, Barrow in Puseem, Plater Barrow 

in Purness Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug 20 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AyTILL, Wituiam, Anton Wituetm Pererson, Witi1am 
EnRY, and Ernest Avcustvus Youna, 
igh Court Pet Augi15 Ord Aug 15 
Brapsusy, Wittiau, Burn a Se B ith 


Pet Aug 15 
Donatp MAacraz, ‘Tickenhead, Missionary 
» Grocer Leeds 


Cameron, 
Bir Pet Aug15 Ord ae 15 
Proprietor Canterbury 


Carter, Atsert Hives, Hunslet, Leeds 
beg Sd Ord Aug 16 tel 
Crssrorp, WiL14M, Dover, Hotel 
Pet Aug 15 Ord A Aug FF ie 


Cuay, Wituam, Matlock P.. Retail Beer 
Dealer Pet Aug 16 te Ged angis 
Venetian Blind Maker 


Damesvum, Grorce Joun, Landport, 
Portsmouth PetAugié Ord sy hy 

Duxx, Caries, Wendling, Norfolk, Baker Norwich 
Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Farser, Mavnicez, ester Manchester Pet Aug 14 
Ord Aug 14 


6 
ILLIAM, eet, Furniture Dealer 


Court Pet June 16 Aug 16 
ae J, — — Piano Dealer High Court 
Hame.eton, Goprrey ee bang ag Portland sq 
= ~ my Pet June 27 Ord A 
Y, James TH Bouth i hina Merchant 
High Court Pet June 17 Aug 16 
Home, am, alias rohan a tons m, Cab 
Ord Aug 15 
Hoop, ww, Knaresborough York” Pet Aug ie Ord 


—— tg te eotegien, Silk Broker High Court 
Hoyt, wen T 5 
SF ney Fuouss, 7 Thrupp, nr Stroud Gloucester 


ae Ord An Aug % 
a oon Bet ~e =] i Queen st pl High 
BRIS, JOHN, Portmadoc Pi 
Augi7 Ord - 


ug 17 
7 Olan lk Mellis, Suffolk, Grocer Ipswich Pet 


Pater, Jonny Cunistorxer, West Bromwich, Tailor West 
Bromwich Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Potzocx, Joun Hunter Murray, and Aurrep PEnDiez, 
7 Harness Factors Birmingham Pet A’ 


ug 
Aug 17 
Feusae, Faep, Bradford, Pawnbroker 


Bradford Pet Aug 15 15 
— va a “Tailor Tunbridge Wells 
1 
_ a Ihton Lo Lodging house Keeper Brighton 
Aug 
ScupamoRE, + beg st, Eccleston sq High Court 
Pet Fed 27 Ord Aug 15 S 
Fenchurch av, Commission Agent High 


Court Pet July 30 Ord Aug 15 
Fenchurch st te es Pet June 27 


Saw, amor Esgxest, Kingston uw 
K ston upon Hull’ Pet Aug 16 P Ord Ag 1 

Strupp, Atyop Esyest, Gloucester 7% k High 
Court Pet July 24 Ord A 

Topp, Hznry, Leeds, Grocer Game Lats Pet Aug 15 Ord 
Aug 15 

Wa tsuaw, Jonn Pesan, Manchester High Court Pet 
July 18 Ord Aug 15 

Wesxine, Jonn James, Saaghn, Builder High Court 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 

Wuitaker, Watrer »_ Somerset, 

ufacturer Sy Aug sr Ord Aug 15 

Witcox, James Henry, po Labourer Pembroke 
Dock Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 16 

Wasa eee, Leeds, Coal Dealer Leeds Pet Aug 16 


, Sam Builder 
ord Pet July 30 Ord A: 
Witt — Veen, = a i nr udno, Builder 


Bangor 

Wricst, Mb York, aie Jeweller York 
et Aug 16 Ord hue 18 

Yares, CHARLES eee. Widnes, Grocer Liverpool 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 


Amsaniiel, oottps ehateiel for that published in 
the London Gazette of Aug 2: 


SanpDHAM 


Seri, ALEXANDE 


SERRUYA, me jun, 


Au 
Witpine, Deeenex JouN, 
Chelmsf 


Tinker, Wit1iam, Maker 
Ashton 


Cheshire, Boiler 
under Lyne Pet Tay 29 Ord July 29 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ses ae FREDERICK Pee, Lincoln’s inn fields, 
Sept 2at11 Bankru b Carey st 
pm... "JOuN 8 Fi Aug 28at12 Off 
Rec, ge st, 


Anytitt. Wirit1am, Ayton Witeetm Peterson, Witi1AM 
Henry, and Ernest Aveustus Youne ae eae 
Builders Aug 30atl1l B 

Beprorp, Toomas Leake, Leeds Aug 28 it On Rec, 


22, Park row, 

Brnsamix, Isapore, Spitalfields, Fur Dealer Aug 80 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bentick, ARTHUR Henry, Pe’ Fishmonger 


Aug 27 at 12 Off Ree, bridge 
Danwex, JOEN, Derby, Builder Aug 27 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
BroomHeEaD, CuaRies Exocn, Sheffield, Scissor Manufac- 
turer Aug 27at1 Off Rec, ln, Sheffield 
Brownand Fairs, Leicester, Boot ufactur:rs Aug 28 at 
Sennen OF oes 1 ee Lee Aug 27 at 
ULTITUDE, WILLIAM, » ug a 
11 Cups Hotel. Colchester 


Carter, ALBERT Hives, Leeds, Grocer Aug 28 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Cuamury, Ricnarp, Burton in Lonsdale, York, Miller’s 
Assistant Aug 28 at 11.45 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 


Preston 
CuerssroucH. Joun, Batley, Butcher Aug 28 at 11.30 
Cox, atstanew, Congleton, Build Aug 27 at 10.45 
KE. MATTHEW, uilder . 
Off Rec, 28, Kin Tiog Edward ‘st, Macclesfield 


Davy, ALFRED ‘Ynason pd Builder Aug 28 at 11 
6, Athenzeum ter, Pi 
Dawsoy, Samuzi Henry, West Rromwich, Grocer Aug 
29at11 174, Corporation st, Birmin 
Dersysuiee, ALrREeD, Bamber B . mr 
Aug 28 at 11 Nig Rar Doon Chapel st, P 
L 


Exrorp, a Cyri 


29 al 6, Atheneum ter, ter, Plymout 
Evans. Davin RicHarps, ibulator Manu- 
facturer Aug 27 at 11 Off Wolverhampton st, 


dley 
Evans. Bvax Rg! ID, ees: mand Builder Aug 27 at 12 


Off Rec, 18 5 Fie at 


Ferv&e, Frayk, ter wis 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Fornrs, Tom. erham. Farmer Aug 27 at 12 Off Rec, 
GiBEet, ater bi Maida wm Sculptor Aug 29 at 12 


GosLING, wthorpe, nr Osse' 
= Aug ng 29 at 11 3 380 Off Reo, Bank Se ey 
LL, JOBN Mp yo juilder 27 at 11.30 
A %, ae i ing Ug 


Hasstetox, wGowrany Wittiam, York cS Portman sq 


4 at 2.80 
— ag te sd, Chie Merchant Sept 2 at 


Hn eT IcSnufacturer Aug 2 at 


Hoop. Ozsow, Knaresborough Aug 27 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Stonegate, York 
ak Lzowarp. bg ee ee Silk Broker Sept 4 at 11 


Kixestoy, Toomas James, jowahila Staffs, Boot Dealer 
io Spee Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
E ’ 
boutraptey bi 


eA, Reece Cnet 2h Aug 30 at 12 





Maursy, CHARLES My eof 2 Ricuarp, Sanean oF gi Bept 5 


at 2.30 
Mircue.i-Inves, ARCHIBALD San hd Cornhill Sept 2 
ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey - ag 











In, Sheffield 
pt 2 at 12 Bankruptey 
ham, Bradford, Pawnbroker 
ug 29 at 11 Off Bee, 31, by eine By Bradford 
RavcuirrE Wiit1am Mason, Ashton under Aug & 
at8 Off Bec, Byrom st, oo anche 
Rupes, Harry Grorcs, Codsall, Stafford, Cycle Builder 
28 at 1230 Off Off Ree, Wolverhampton 
> Y, Grocer Aug 28 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 


, Leeds 
Watizavm, 8, & Sons, Bradford, Woollen Merchants 
Aug 26 at 11 yong Lt Manor row, Bradford 
Weuestry, Ricnarp Victor, Shepherd’s Bush, Builder 
Aug 30 at 11 Saree bldgs, Carey st 


Wricst, uae, > ae Aug 
30 at 12. Of Bec, -% Stonegate, Yor! 


Amended fn bine frat yh in the 
London Gazette of Aug 16 


Baken, yoy Capen, Southsea, Hants, Baker 
ee a * 8.30 Cambridge junc, High st, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aprauams, Ennzst Y= Old Burlingten st, Com 
Promoter Ord Aug 16 te 


Brapsvry, Wanntaw, Bu er, os Blacksmith 

Burnley Pet Aug 15 

Camezox, Donatp Maocraz, enhead, Missionary 
Bir! Pet Aug 15 ott Aug 15 

Carrer, AtBEET Hines, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug 
16 Ord Aug 15 

Crssrorp, WILLIAM, —, Hotel Proprietor Canterbury 

Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

Matlock 


Cray, WILLIAM, Bauk, ya Retai Beer Dealer 
Derby Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 

Damenum, Gzorce Jony, Lenten, t Venetian Blind Maker 
Portsmouth geass SS A 

Dunn. Cuastes, Wendling, Ni oli, Baker Norwich Pe 
Augl7 Orda 

Excockx, Rosert, Minster, Auctioneer Pool 


Pet —> ‘Ord Aug 16 
uBICE, Manchester Manchester Pet Aug i 


Ord Aug 14 

Fesnéz, Frank, Luton, Hatter Luton Pet July 25 Ord 
Aug 15 

@uamak, pune, Newport Newport, Mon Pet Au 
16 Ord A 

wenn, Onsos, Knaresborough York Pet Aug 15 On 


en THomas, | aaa nr Stroud Gloucester 
Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 
JEFFERSON, iene, SOONG, Fruiterer Brighton Pet Feb 


15 ug 

wat Ont Aug 17 Wimbledon. Kingston, Surrey Pet Aug 
7 
Maotly 48 Arie W Wim, Victoria st High Court Pé 


Aug 16 
Mozzis, 7 eon Pete Si Shopkeeper Portmadoc Pet Aug 


Nascx, eee, Barbican High Court Pet Mays Oni 


Aug 17 
Pamer, JOHN Garmeene, West Bromwich, Tailor West 
Bromwich 


et Augi17 Ord Aug 17 
Pics, Samuz. n, Wine, Southsea Portsmouth Pe 


July 19 Ord A’ 

PrizstLey, Frep, Mesnningham, Bradford, Pawnbroke 
Bradford Pet Aug 15 siti i 

Rosson, Grorce, Ingoe. nr Matf. uilder Newcastle on 


Tyne PetAugi Ord A 

Rosson, Martrusw, ogee. 4 en, Blacksmith New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Ord A’ Aug 17 

Suaw, Haroup Baan” upon SS pas 

upon Hull Pet aug ié Ord MJ ty 
ee ty 5 he Wi Tanner Walsall Pet July 4 
Us 
Teen, Bust, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug 15 Oni 
ug 
Werseeins, Gosum, Bradford, Woollen Merchant Bral- 
Augl Ord Aug 16 
Wuirtaxer, Wares Hexsert, Wanstrow, 


ufacturer Frome Lge "Grd Ang 18 
Wi cox, Jamzs ae, Pembroke, ang 


Dock Pet A Ord Ai 
Wass, Tosurny Leots ra ang Leeds Pet Aug 6 


Aug 16 
Wovens, og is Ord an roti Jenutnciuaing Jeweller York 
Aug 16 


cam, 2s mnicx, Widnes, Grocer Liverpod 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette 2: 


of Aug 
Tinxezn, Wiiuiam, Dukinfield, Cheshire, 
under Lyne Pet July 29 Ord July 99 








mm 


All letters intended ra publication in the 
“* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticate 
by the name of the writer. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Posl- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxrrcrrors’ JovRNAl, 
26s.; by Post, 28s Volwmes bownd at tht 
office—clath, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 
Where peer is experienced in procuring tht 
Journal with regularity, it is that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 
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